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SECURITY EQUIPMENT BRANCH 
FUNCTIONS AND ACTIVITIES 


I. FUNCTION 


25X1A 


Provide an intrusion alarm program for 
foreign installations. 


ACTIVITY 


A. Test and evaluate alarm equipment to ensure 
that the Agency has state-of-the-art security alarm 
systems . 

B. Develop through ORD and OTS both improved 
and Agency peculiar equipments. 

C. Install and maintain intrusion alarm equip- 
ment worldwide. 

II. FUNCTION 


Develop hardware, specif ications and policy regarding 
safekeeping equipments including safes, locks, vault doors, 
vaults and secure areas. 

ACTIVITY 

A. Test and evaluate safekeeping equipment. 

B. Participate in government sponsored tests 
of security construction. 

^^^(^^Dev^^u^special security devices such as 

detectors . 

D. Develop techniques for 
security equipment for evidence 
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III. FUNCTION 


ecurity equipment to prevent 


material 6 dest rue tior^devices? 110 ^ P ° 11Cy regardi " g Classified 

ACTIVITY 

A. Test and evaluate commercially available 
destruction equipment. 

to AgeAcy T !leedf h ^ manufacturer > modify equipment 

meat programs'!" 1 ’” 6 “ government sponsored develop- 
IV. FUNCTION 

Mamtain continuing liaison with security personnel 

of ~-,??i m at enCies “,«i; « representatives 
equipment. waustry engaged m the production of security 

ACTIVITY 

A - Act as the Agency's representative to the 
Interagency Advisory Committee on Security Equipment 
which is primarily engaged in the development of 
specifications for physical security equipment. 

. . .?■ Periodically visit the manufacturing 

facilities of the major producers of security 
equipment to consult on new developments. 
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IDEXTI^^feaiFoeRel^g^^QOpiOSfq^: ©^egS^^RQWpOQ^^ent responsible 

for testing and evaluating alarm equipment 
to ensure that the Agency has state-of-the-art 
security alarm systems. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) l 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


Jxvision/ 


DATE : 


What is (are) our reference ('s') for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes V No 
Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ie s) of this act ivity? 


25X1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes i/ No / 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes \/ No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes N< 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ]/ 

If so, where and why? ~ 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No \/ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No \/ 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued/by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, what? . - 


’.f so , what? 


Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020024-3 


I DENT Ifif^M<fiRoiO®elA^iaQpf^9/02r}^Aej?jaQ:3pO l 9?2^Gi57tQ^20@Mrponent responsible 

for develo ping improved and Agency peculiar 
25X1A alarm equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 2 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


division/ 


DATE : 


What is (are)ourreference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


erence(s) for this 

'fyM/ rfootta 

/■}) $JtJS /?// 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes \/ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 4 


/\&£~A/cy &Z/2ySi&A/Ts- 


25X1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes V No / 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes \/ No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? 



Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No V 

If so, where and why? . 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No y If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No \/ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No \/ 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued^ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No \/ If so, what? • - 
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responsible 

for installing and maintaining intrusion 
alarm equipment worldwide. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III. E, fc) 3 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/SLB 

DATE : 


What is 



ctivity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


is y es no 

V/ho is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


25X1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes / No / 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes~ ]/ No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No" 
If so, how? — 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No V 

If so, where and why? ; — — E — 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly’' 
More properly? Yes No j/ If so, x*hich component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the li^ht of 
Watergate? Yes No j/ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 1/ 

If so, how? — K — 


Is there any activity not now being pursue/ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No </ If so, what? - 
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IDENTIfif|!^M<®RoiOeelM}3&l2^ responsible 

for testing and evaluating safekeeping 
equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 4 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


EVALUATION: 


DATE : 


Division/ EE IT 


What is(are)ourrefemce(s)forthis activity? Date(s)? 



Yes 



25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) 

/QG^AJCy /sC&/yg/J'Ts 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes . 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No" 
If so, how? ‘ 


25X1 A 


No 


4 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be traiysferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently ? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No (/ If so, itfhich component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No ✓ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without: 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? ^ 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No ,/ df so, what? 
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I DENTT«S|»:A>M<®Roi 0 Pe^^i^/p?/ 02 r^gA 3 fM^Q 9 f 2 ^Q^§% 92 (\ 0 ^ onent responsible 

for participating in government sponsored 
tests of security construction. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 5 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


Division/ 


DATE : 


What i 


25X1A 


s activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes ss No 
Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


Ot>4£# 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes * No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes~ * 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran/f erred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No \/ 

If so, where and why? ~~ 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No \/ If so, which component and whv? 


If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything question 
Watergate? Yes No \/ If so, what? 


questionable in the light of 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withojft 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued/by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? -Yes No \/ If so, what? - 
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IDENTIIM5GSW#<tfioO?elA?33W , P(P?W2ph ( ^A^||^^^0^2^0p070(|020024^3 onent responslble 

for developing special . security devices. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B , (c) 6 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/ SLB 

DATE : 


25X1A 


What is Cate) our referen 



activity? Date(s)? 


No 



25X1A 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes 
who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activit y? - 

/F£/sA/? £~/ut'S ot/^tss^jr) 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ^ No , 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still nece??EFy? Yes ~ \s No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No~17 
If so, how? — 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No V 

If so, where and why? — 


anot her component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
ore properly? Yes Wo j/ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the li^ht of 
Watergate? Yes No ^ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 
If so, how? 


without 
No y' 


Is there any activity not now being pursued^ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No \^/ If so, what ? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 



ACTIVITY CODE: III. B, fc) 7 


EVALUATION: 


What 


25X1 A 


COMPONENT: O S/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/ SEE 

DATE : 



s activity? Date(s)? 


No 



Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes V 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

v No 


25X1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes V No / 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes - / 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less f'ostly? Yes” No” 
If so, how? J 


No 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran/ferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No i/ 

If so, where and why? — - — 


Can another component do the actiyity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No IX if S o, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 


Watergate? Yes 


No 


If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced m scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No \7 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not now being pursued/by OS that you feel is more 
important than, this one? ..Yes No If so, what? . 
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ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, fc' 


EVALUATION: 


25X1A 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


Jivisiort/ 


DATE : 



|tivity? Date (s) ? 


What is 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes l/ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activi ty? 

6V&/?Sg/!^ 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes \/ No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ' 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly 7 YFs 
If so, how? 


25X1A 



Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No \/ 

If so, where and why? ~ — — 

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly 7 
More properly? Yes No t/ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the li^ht of 
Watergate? Yes No ]/ If so, what? 


Can _ this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No ay 

If so, how? — ^ 


Is there any activity not now being pursue&S by OS that you feel i 
important than this one? Yes No |/ If so, what? 


s more 
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IDE^TIF*^b!,eS.'FeFR^lSa■^®016/O9ro?• h 9l/te?PP??BW2§geM 7 ^P9 2 '^ 1 ®t^ft)ne n t responsible 

for testing and evaluating commercially 
available classified material destruction 
equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 9 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/ SEE 

DATE : 


25X1A 


What is 


vity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in f,Q£cp? Yes \/ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) o r 5 thls activit y? 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes \/ No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes__ 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Ye: 
If so, how? 





Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No * 

If so, where and why? .. 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No y If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No jy If so, what? 


If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No [/ 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued/by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No y If so, what? • 
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IDENTIWi»l*ff<*FelW?«*WG^ responsible 

for working with-t-he manufacturer to have 
commercially produced classified material 
destruction equipment modified to meet 
Agency needs. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 10 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


EVALUATION: 


Jivision/ 


25X1 A 


DATE: 


ity? Date(s)? 


What is (are') our referen 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes V No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 






25X1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ]/ No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yei~> 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No \y 

If so, where and why? ~ 

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No V If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an>yfching questionable in the licrht of 
Watergate? Yes No \S_ If so, what? 


Can this _ act lvity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho/t 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 1 / 

If so, how? — ^ — 

Is there any activity not now being pursue/ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No \/ If so, what? . 
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IDENTIKmmffoOFall responsible 

for participating-in government sponsored 
programs for the development of classified 
material destruction devices. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III. B 
EVALUATION: 


What is 


25X1 A 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 

Division/ 5EB 

DATE : 


vity? Date (s) ? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes V No 
Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 






25X1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes \/ No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes~ \ 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly’ Yes 
If so, how? 



Do ) ou feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No \/ 

If so, where and why? ~ — 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No V Tf cn wMrt rnmnr\nont onrl \r *7 


If so, xdiich component and xvhy? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No \/_ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued xvithojSt 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No \/ 

If so, hoxv? — 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes Now if so, -what? - 
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I DENT I Rjb|frbT/£ &K o0Rel&S§S mmmiOZh g;i^B^<8§B0@^^flQ-^2QA34pb n e nt responsible 

for acting as the Agency '■ s representative 
to the Interagency Advisory Committee on 
Security Equipment which is primarily engaged 
in the development of specifications for 
physical security equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 12 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


EVALUATION: 


What is 


DATE : 


Division/ SEE 


25X1 A 



ivity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity 9 


/ 


No 





Do 

Do 


you feel the activity is still necessary? 
(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still n 
n the art i vi tv hp r)nnp» pf f i r i on -M v n-r 1 



’StfsfS'J 


25X1A 


Yes ■]/ No 

Do (es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ' 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 



Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No |, 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No j/ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No V_ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoux 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No j/ 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursu 
important than this one? .Yes No 



by OS that you feel is more 
If so, what ? - 
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I DENT I Rjb^i*'k3/i0ilfo0Relfe£S'd2 r (3DD)fD9/O3’heiA)66P68B0Ofe2SROOO'7DOp2ODQM|ft)nent responsible 

for visting manufacturing facilities of the 
major producers of security equipment to 
consult on new development. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 13 

EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


Division/SLB 


DATE : 


25X1A 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes {/ No 
Who is (are) the benef iciary (ies) of this activity? ~~~ 




Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes 
Do(es) the benef iciary (ies) feel it is still nece 

f* o 4* Vi *■» "t ir-i 4* at VI vx /-» m v* /x « -C -C 4 n 4 ^ T _ _ — — _ T „ ^ ^ 



No 


uic ucuciik-jicu; ^cs j xccjL it j. s sLrjLi necessary? Yes v 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Y'eF 
If so, how? 


No_ 

No 



Do you feel that responsibility for the activity 
to another OS component or to another Office? 
If so, where and why? 


should 

Yes 


} transferred 
No ^ 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No j/ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an/thing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No V If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued wit 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No J 

If so, how? 



Is there any activity not now being pursuec 
important than this one? Yes No 


by OS that you feel is more 
If so, what? - ----- 
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□ unclaimed For 


»tMWMMP 9, ° 2 : CIA-RDP83B00g23RQO07| 
USE ONLY 1 LUWh 

ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET 




□ SECRET 


SUBJECT: (Optional) 


25X1 A 


EXTENSION NO. 


TO: (Officer designation, room number, and 
building) 

DATE 

RECEIVED FORWARDED 

OFFICER'S 

INITIALS 

i. 

Chief, Security Equipn 
Branch 

ent 


, 

Ac/± _ fg. 




3. ' 




4. 




5. 




6. 




7. 


• 


8. 




9. 




10. 




11. 




12. 




13. 




14. 




15. 

0Q/09/Q2 1 

CIA-RC 



10 March 1975 


to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.) 


the components identified 
their functions and activitie: 


I'll 1C J CCIIC v w — 

of a format for evaluating 
these ... activities . It is re- 
quested that Security Equip- 
ment Branch review the attach 
ments and: 

a) Certify that there are no 
deletions/corrections/ 
additions to be made to thf 
previous listing submitted 
by your office. 

b) Review the Identification 
of Activity statement on 
each evaluation sheet to 
ensure it fully equals to 

the comparable activity 
from your offices listing. 

c) Use the attached format 

to evaluate each individua. 
activity . 


USE PREVIOUS 
EDITIONS 


□ SECRET □ CONFIDENTIAL □ use only □ UNCLASSIFIED 



